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 AUDIT RISK 
ALERTS
Credit Union 
Industry Developments—1992
Update to AICPA Audit and Accounting Guide
Audits of Credit Unions
NOTICE TO READERS
This audit risk alert is intended to provide auditors of financial statements of 
credit unions with an overview of recent economic, industry regulatory and 
professional developments that may affect the audits they perform. This docu­
ment has been prepared by the AICPA staff. It has not been approved, disap­
proved, or otherwise acted upon by a senior technical committee of the AICPA.
Gerard L. Yarnall
Director, Audit and Accounting Guides
Susan W. Hicks
Technical Manager, Federal Government Division
Copyright © 1992 by
American Institute of Certified Public Accountants, Inc.
All rights reserved. Requests for permission to make copies of any part of this 
work should be mailed to Permissions Department, AICPA, Harborside 
Financial Center, 201 Plaza III, Jersey City NJ 07311.
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Credit Union Industry 
Developments—1992
Industry and Economic Developments
The credit union system has remained strong during the recent reces­
sionary period, and the outlook for maintaining stability in the system 
appears promising. The financial condition of the credit union industry 
continues to improve, as evidenced by strong asset growth, an increasing 
ratio of capital to total assets, and a decline in loan delinquencies. Despite 
the fact that in 1991, for the first time in many years, the National Credit 
Union Share Insurance Fund (NCUSIF) required member credit unions to 
pay an insurance premium, consumer confidence in credit unions and 
their insurance fund remains strong, as indicated by membership and 
asset growth during recent periods.
The ripple effect of the closing of a number of large state-chartered credit 
unions in Rhode Island, brought about by the failure of a private insurer, 
has sparked a great deal of interest in converting from state or private to 
NCUSIF coverage. The National Credit Union Administration (NCUA) is in 
the process of performing a number of these conversions. Credit unions in 
Rhode Island, Florida, Iowa, Kansas, Missouri, and Texas have already 
converted or are in the conversion process.
Continuing concern about the financial stability of banks and savings 
institutions has resulted in increased deposits to certain credit unions. As a 
result, for the first time in over twenty-five years, credit unions are faced 
with excessive funds in a low-interest-rate environment. Because of regula­
tory concerns about concentrations of credit risk, primarily in real estate 
loans, some institutions have encountered d ifficu lty  in lending these 
funds. Additionally the continuing lack of confidence in the economic 
recovery on the part of many consumers is keeping loan demand unusually 
low. The credit union industry has adapted to recent reductions in interest 
rates primarily by reducing its cost of funds, accomplished by reducing 
interest rates on deposits. However, for many institutions, loan and invest­
ment yields have declined more rapidly than adjustments could be made to 
interest rates and expenses.
Some credit unions have increased yields by increasing the risk they are 
willing to accept—for example, adopting more lenient lending policies, 
investing in new and complex financial instruments, and funding longer-
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term assets with short-term liabilities. Auditors should be alert to practices 
that place credit unions at a high level of risk of loss. The various risks 
associated with these actions may be significant, and auditors should be 
alert to changes in loan and investment policies and to the effect those 
changes may have on audit risk.
Regulatory Developments
National Credit Union Administration Initiatives
Allowance for Loan Losses. In June 1992, the NCUA proposed a rule that 
would require credit unions to provide an allowance for loan losses suffi­
cient to cover specifically identified losses as well as estimated losses 
inherent in the loan portfolio. The purpose of this proposed rule is to better 
conform the method of determining the allowance for regulatory purposes 
with generally accepted accounting principles (GAAP).
In July 1992, the NCUA issued Accounting Bulletin No. 92-1 (the "Bulle­
tin"), which would implement the proposed rule. The Bulletin establishes 
detailed guidelines on the method federal regulators apply to compute the 
balance required to be maintained in the allowance for loan losses (allow­
ance) accounts.
The Bulletin requires that the allowance cover the total estimated proba­
ble losses in the entire portfolio, based on all relevant conditions, and 
provides a method for examiners to check the adequacy of the allowance 
account. The strict application of the examination testing procedures out­
lined in the Bulletin without the appropriate use of judgment may yield 
significant differences from an allowance computed under GAAP.
The amounts computed by preparers of financial statements and regula­
tors may differ because of the subjectivity involved in estimating the 
amount of loss or because of the use of arbitrary factors by regulators; 
however, auditors should be skeptical of such differences and must justify 
them based on the facts and circumstances associated with each engage­
ment. In such cases, auditors should refer to Emerging Issues Task Force 
(EITF) Issue No. 85-44, Differences Between Loan Loss Allowance for GAAP 
and RAP, that states that institutions can record different loan loss allow­
ances under regulatory accounting principles (RAP) and GAAP
Investment and Deposit Activities. In December 1991, the NCUA amended 
part 703 of its Rules and Regulations, "Investment and Deposit Activities," to 
strengthen the investment rules and prohibit or restrict access to certain 
high-risk investments. Investment products or activities that are prohibited 
include sales or purchases of standby commitments or futures contracts, 
engaging in adjusted trading or short sales, investing in corporate credit 
unions that fail to meet certain regulatory criteria, purchases of stripped
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mortgage-backed securities (SMBS), collateralized mortgage obligations 
(CMOs), or real estate mortgage investment conduits (REMICs) unless 
made solely to reduce interest rate risk, and zero-coupon securities with a 
maturity date that is more than ten years from the settlement date. There 
are general exceptions to the applicability of these rules. Auditors should be 
aware that NCUA examiners w ill seek the early disposition of such invest­
ments when, in their opinion, they constitute a significant threat to the 
continued sound operation of a federal credit union. Such forced disposi­
tions could negatively affect the credit union's, liquidity and earnings 
positions.
In April 1992, the NCUA adopted, with certain modifications, the Federal 
Financial Institutions Examination Council's Supervisory Policy Statement on 
Securities Activities. As a result, the NCUA issued Interpretive Ruling and 
Policy Statement No. 92-1, Supervisory Policy Statement on Securities Activities, 
which addresses the selection of securities dealers, requires credit unions 
to establish prudent policies and strategies for securities transactions, 
defines securities trading or sales practices that are unsuitable when con­
ducted in the investment portfolio, sets forth characteristics of loans held 
for sale or trading, and establishes a framework for identifying when 
certain mortgage-derivative products are high-risk mortgage securities that 
must be held in the trading or held-for-sale account. Policy Statement 92-1 
amends Interpretive Ruling and Policy Statement No. 88-1, Policy on Selection 
o f Securities Dealers and Unsuitable Investment Practices. However, auditors 
should be aware that federal credit unions must comply with the rules and 
regulations governing mortgage-derivative products and zero-coupon 
bonds in part 703 of the NCUAS's Rules and Regulations, rather than with 
those set forth in Policy Statement 92-1.
Corporate Credit Unions. Effective December 1 , 1992, part 704 of the NCUAS's 
Rules and Regulations pertaining to corporate credit unions is amended to 
require that—
1. An annual audit of the financial statements of all corporate credit 
unions in accordance with generally accepted auditing standards be 
performed by an independent, licensed certified public accountant.
2. Audit workpapers of the certified public accountant be made available 
for review by examiners during examinations.
3. A copy of the audit report and letter on reportable conditions be 
submitted to the Director, Examination and Insurance, within thirty 
days after the board of directors receive the report.
New Appraisal Guidelines. The NCUA has proposed amending subsection 
722.3(a) of the NCUA's Rules and Regulations to exempt from appraisal 
requirements any transaction involving a loan insured or guaranteed by an
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agency of the federal government if that loan is supported by a current 
appraisal that meets the standards of the federal agency providing the 
insurance or guarantee. If adopted, this provision might affect auditors' 
consideration of the qualifications, reputation, and professional standing of 
appraisers as required by paragraph 5 of Statement on Auditing Standards 
(SAS) No. 11, Using the Work o f a Specialist
Conversion of Share and Deposit Insurance
The number of private share insurers nationwide continues to decrease. 
By mid-1992, only six remained. Several states now require credit unions to 
be insured by the NCUSIF. Georgia, Massachusetts, Puerto Rico, Maryland, 
West Virginia, Tennessee, Illinois, Indiana, Michigan, Ohio, Oklahoma, 
California, Idaho, Montana, Nevada, and Washington currently have no 
mandatory requirement for federal insurance. It is anticipated that the 
decline of private share insurance w ill continue and that more states w ill 
ultimately mandate federal insurance coverage.
Auditors should be aware of the possible effects that conversion from 
private insurance to NCUSIF coverage may have on a credit union. Invest­
ments or deposits placed with a private insurance fund, and carried as 
assets by the credit union, may be at risk. In assessing the capital of a 
converting credit union, the NCUA often writes down deposits in private 
insurance funds for the purpose of computing capital. Such write-downs 
sometimes result in delays in obtaining federal deposit insurance. In addi­
tion, conditions set forth by the NCUA for conversion to NCUSIF coverage 
(for example, the required sale of selected assets, write-down of assets, or 
discontinuance of prohibited activities) may result in gains or losses to the 
credit union.
Proposed Audit and Accounting Guide
The AICPA Credit Unions Committee is currently revising the 1986 
Audit and Accounting Guide Audits o f Credit Unions. An exposure draft of a 
proposed guide, the final version of which w ill supersede the 1986 guide, 
was exposed for public comment on March 2 0 , 1992. The principal objec­
tives of the revised guide are to heighten auditors' awareness of complex 
issues encountered in audits of credit unions' financial statements and to 
alert auditors to the need for specific industry knowledge and skills. The 
revised guide addresses the broad issues of interest rate risk, liquidity asset 
quality and management controls, as well as specific concerns such as 
mortgage-related derivatives and off-balance-sheet financial instruments. 
It also provides for additional disclosures related to members' share and 
savings accounts, including information about maturities, interest rates, 
restrictions on the payment of interest, and the priority of other liabilities
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over shares in claims against the assets of the credit union. The revised 
guide also establishes accounting guidance for NCUSIF premium assess­
ments. The revised guide is expected to be issued in late 1992
Audit Issues and Developments 
Audit Issues
High-Risk Investments. During the recent recessionary period, some credit 
unions have revised their investment strategies in an attempt to earn higher 
yields. Generally the changes involve the purchases of more complex 
financial instrum ents, including mortgage-related and other derivative 
securities. Auditors should be fam iliar with the NCUA's Rules and Regula­
tions and its Interpretive Ruling and Policy Statement related to invest­
ments, which are discussed further in the Regulatory Developments sec­
tion. Certain of those rules and regulations may affect the classification and 
valuation of a credit union's investments.
Auditors should also be aware of the various risks involved with the 
purchase of complex securities and should -
1. A ssess m anagement's expertise in m onitoring, evaluating, and 
accounting for the securities.
2. Ensure that the credit union has set appropriate policies and proce­
dures for investment in high-risk securities and that there is adequate 
oversight by the board of directors.
3. Involve specialists, when necessary in valuing and auditing these 
investments.
Related Party Transactions. Certain related party transactions are currently 
receiving a great deal of public and regulatory scrutiny. These transactions 
include—
• Loans to credit union officers and directors or their affiliates.
• Fees or commissions paid to credit union officers and directors or 
their affiliates.
• Other arrangements, including purchased goods or services from and 
contracts with officers and directors or their affiliates.
SAS No. 45, Omnibus Statement on Auditing Standards (AICPA Professional 
Standards, vol. 1, AU sec. 334), provides guidance on procedures that should 
be considered by auditors in order to identify related party relationships 
and transactions and to satisfy themselves concerning the accounting for 
and disclosure of transactions with related parties.
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Asset Quality Issues. Credit quality and other asset quality issues asso­
ciated with loans, investments, real estate portfolios, off-balance-sheet 
financial instruments, and other assets require critical attention in audits of 
the financial statements of credit unions. The subjectivity of determining 
loan loss allowances, combined with the sluggish economic performance 
and increased regulatory scrutiny reinforces the need for careful planning 
and execution of audit procedures in this area. Auditors should carefully 
evaluate whether management has considered all factors relevant to the 
collectibility of the loan portfolio in determining the amount of the allow­
ance for loan losses.
Failure of a credit union to adequately document its criteria and methods 
for determining loan loss allowances generally increases the extent of 
judgment that must be applied by both regulatory examiners and indepen­
dent auditors in evaluating the adequacy of management's allowances as 
well as the likelihood that differences w ill result. The guidance in SAS No. 
57, Auditing Accounting Estimates, should be followed in auditing loan loss 
allowances. Another source of information on auditing loan loss allow­
ances is provided by the AICPA Auditing Procedure Study Auditing the 
Allowance for Credit Losses o f Banks. The AICPA Audit and Accounting Guide 
Guide for the Use o f Real Estate Appraisal Information provides guidance to 
help auditors understand real estate appraisal concepts and information.
Fair Value Disclosures. Disclosures required under Financial Accounting 
Standards Board (FASB) Statement of Financial Accounting Standards No. 
107, Disclosures about Fair Value o f Financial Instruments (see "Accounting 
D evelopm ents" on p. 12), w ill require many m anagem ent estim ates. 
Because no valuation methodology or format is specified for the variety of 
existing financial instruments that are likely to be encountered at credit 
unions, the determination and presentation of disclosure amounts may be 
particularly subjective, especially for those instruments that are infre­
quently traded. For example, when market quotations do not exist for a 
particular instrument, the fair value might be estimated on the basis of 
appraisals, discounting of expected cash flows, or other methodologies that 
include the use of subjectively determined assumptions. Auditors should 
follow the guidance in SAS No. 57 when auditing these estimates.
Other Valuation Issues. As with credit risk, other valuation issues involve 
many subjective assumptions. For example, the expected effects of prepay­
ments on loans in portfolios or the types of income and expense items 
included in valuations of loan servicing assets have a significant impact on 
the recorded values of those assets. Further, falling interest rates have 
created an environment in which transactions involving gains-trading of 
securities, refinancing of loans, restructuring of nonperforming assets, 
origination of loans to facilitate the sale of real estate owned, and other asset 
dispositions all require specific attention. Such transactions require an
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understanding of the specific situations so that auditors may carefully 
assess and control audit risk.
Audit Developments
The Confirmation Process. Confirmation of balances is generally an impor­
tant procedure in auditing the financial statements of credit unions. In 
November 1991, the AICPA's Auditing Standards Board (ASB) issued SAS 
No. 67, The Confirmation Process, which provides guidance on the confirma­
tion process in audits performed in accordance with generally accepted 
auditing standards. It defines the confirmation process, discusses the rela­
tionship of confirmation procedures to the auditor's assessment of audit 
risk, describes certain factors that affect the reliability of confirmations, and 
provides guidance on performing alternative procedures when responses 
are not received and evaluating results of confirmation procedures. SAS 
No. 67 specifically addresses the confirm ation of accounts receivable, 
including loans, and explicitly prohibits the use of negative confirmation 
requests when control risk is assessed at the maximum level. This SAS is 
especially relevant to audits of credit unions because confirmation proce­
dures are typically performed on cash, investments, loans, and members' 
share account balances. SAS No. 67 is effective for audits of fiscal periods 
ending after June 15, 1992. Audit Risk Alert—1992 includes further discus­
sion of SAS No. 67
Service Auditor Reports. In April 1992, the ASB issued SAS No. 70, Reports 
on the Processing o f Transactions by Service Organizations, which provides 
guidance on the factors auditors should consider when auditing the finan­
cial statements of an entity that uses a service organization to process 
certain transactions. SAS No. 70 also provides guidance for auditors who 
issue reports on the processing of transactions by a service organization for 
use by other auditors.
Because using service organizations affects both the auditor's under­
standing of the internal control structure and assessment of control risk, the 
guidance in this SAS should be considered by auditors of credit unions that 
use service bureaus for processing significant information (for example, 
general ledger and trial balances, loan and member share transactions, or 
investment information), or that issue reports on the processing of transac­
tions by credit union service organizations for use by other auditors. Audit 
Risk Alert—1992 includes further discussion of SAS No. 70.
COSO Report on Internal Control. In September 1992, the Committee of 
Sponsoring Organizations (COSO) of the Treadway Commission issued its 
report Internal Control—Integrated Framework. The report defines internal 
control and its elements, provides tools for assessing internal controls, and
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addresses m anagement reporting on internal controls over financial 
reporting.
The full report consists of four volumes: "Executive Summary" provides 
a high-level overview; "Framework" defines internal control and describes 
its various components; "Reporting to External Parties" provides guidance 
to entities that report publicly on internal control over preparation of their 
published financial statements; and "Evaluation Tools" provides material to 
help in evaluating an internal control system.
The four-volume set (No. 990002CL) costs $50; the "Executive Sumary" 
(No. 990001CL) is available individually for $3. Prices do not include ship­
ping and handling. To obtain either item, contact the AICPA. Order Depart­
ment (see order information on page 15).
Accounting Developments
FASB Financial Instruments Project
The FASB's current agenda includes a project on financial instruments 
that encom passes three prim ary segm ents: disclosures, distinction 
between liabilities and equity and recognition and measurement. In addi­
tion to these three primary segments, the FASB is addressing several 
narrower issues within the overall scope of the project. Some of the current 
developments of the project are described in the following sections.
Fair-Value Disclosures. In December 1991, the FASB issued FASB Statement 
No. 107, Disclosures about Fair Value o f Financial Instruments. The Statement 
requires disclosure of the fair value of financial instruments, both assets 
and liabilities recognized and not recognized in the statement of financial 
condition, for which it is practicable to estimate fair value. If estimating fair 
value is not practicable, the Statement requires disclosure of descriptive 
information pertinent to estimating the value of a financial instrument. 
Certain financial instruments (for example, lease contracts, deferred-com­
pensation arrangements, and insurance contracts) are excluded from the 
scope of the Statement. FASB Statement No. 107 is effective for financial 
statements issued for fiscal years ending after December 15, 1992, except for 
entities with less than $150 million in total assets in the current statement of 
financial condition. For those entities, the effective date is for fiscal years 
ending after December 15, 1995. Audit Risk Alert—1992 includes further 
discussion of the provisions of FASB Statement No. 107 and its audit 
implications.
Marketable Securities. In September 1992, the FASB issued an exposure 
draft of a proposed Statement, Accounting for Certain Investments in Debt and 
Equity Securities. The proposed Statement would require a positive intent
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and ability to hold debt securities to maturity as a precondition for report­
ing those securities at amortized cost. Securities not meeting the condition 
would be considered either available for sale or trading, as defined and 
reported at fair value. Unrealized gains and losses related to securities 
available for sale would be reported as a separate component of members' 
equity; those related to securities held for trading would be included in 
earnings.
The proposed Statem ent would supersede FASB Statement No. 12, 
Accounting for Certain Marketable Securities, and related Interpretations and 
amend FASB Statement No. 65, Accounting for Certain Mortgage Banking 
Activities, to eliminate mortgage-backed securities from that Statement's 
scope. The proposed Statement would be effective for fiscal years begin­
ning after December 15, 1993.
Impairment o f a Loan. In June 1992, the FASB issued an exposure draft of a 
proposed Statement, Accounting by Creditors for Impairment o f a Loan. The 
proposed Statement would be applicable to all creditors and to all loans that 
are individually and specifically evaluated for impairment, uncollatera­
lized as well as collateralized, except those loans that are accounted for at 
fair value or at the lower of cost or fair value. It would require that impaired 
loans be measured at the present value of expected future cash flows by 
discounting those cash flows at the loan's effective interest rate.
The proposed Statement would amend FASB Statement No. 5, Accounting 
for Contingencies, to clarify that a creditor should evaluate the collectibility 
of both contractual interest and contractual principal of a receivable when 
assessing the need for a loss accrual. The proposed Statement also would 
amend FASB Statement No. 15, Accounting by Debtors and Creditors for Trou­
bled Debt Restructurings, to require a creditor to account for a troubled debt 
restructuring involving a modification of terms at fair value as of the date of 
the restructuring.
The provisions of the proposed Statement would apply to financial 
statements issued for fiscal years beginning after December 15, 1993.
Consensus Decisions of the FASB's Emerging Issues Task Force
The EITF frequently discusses accounting issues involving financial 
instruments, real estate, or transactions of sim ilar importance to credit 
unions.
In Issue No. 92-5, Amortization Period for Net Deferred Credit Card Origina­
tion Costs, the EITF discussed the amortization period for net credit card 
origination costs deferred as direct loan origination costs under FASB 
Statement No. 91, Accounting for Nonrefundable Fees and Costs Associated with 
Originating or Acquiring Loans and Initial Direct Costs for Leases. Specifically 
the EITF considered whether such costs should be amortized over the 
period the cardholder is entitled to use the card (the privilege period), the
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privilege period plus the period the cardholder is entitled to repay any 
outstanding balance on nonrenewal or cancellation of the card (the repay­
ment period), or the period the cardholder is expected to be entitled to use 
the card, including anticipated renewal periods (the cardholder-relation­
ship period). Further discussion of the issue is expected at future EITF 
meetings. In July the EITF recommended that the FASB initiate a full-scope 
project on credit card accounting issues.
In Issue No. 92-2, Measuring Loss Accruals by Transferors for Transfers o f 
Receivables with Recourse, the EITF reached a consensus that obligations 
recorded by a transferor under the recourse provisions relating to the 
transfer of a receivable should include all probable credit losses over the life 
of the receivable transferred and not only those measured and recognized 
under FASB Statement No. 5, Accounting for Contingencies. The EITF also 
reached a consensus that recognition of recourse obligations on a present 
value basis is acceptable if the timing of the estimated cash flows can be 
reasonably estimated. The consensus also addresses acceptable rates and 
the conditions that apply when such obligations are discounted.
AcSEC Activities
Accounting for Foreclosed Assets. Statement of Position (SOP) 92-3, Account­
ing for Foreclosed Assets, was issued in April 1992 and applies to foreclosed 
assets in annual financial statem ents for periods ending on or after 
December 15, 1992. SOP 92-3 sets forth a rebuttable presumption that 
foreclosed assets are held for sale and requires them to be classified in the 
statement of financial condition as assets held for sale and reported at the 
lower of (a) fair value minus estimated costs to sell or (b) cost. On initial 
adoption, the carrying amount of existing foreclosed assets held for sale 
should be adjusted to the lower of (a) fair value minus estimated costs to sell 
or (b) cost as of the date of adoption. Assets in this classification should not 
be aggregated for the purpose of determining any necessary adjustment. In 
addition, senior debt associated w ith the acquired assets should be 
recorded as a liability as opposed to a reduction of the carrying amount of 
the assets. Foreclosed assets held for the production of income should be 
treated the same way they would be had the assets been acquired in a 
manner other than through foreclosure.
Credit unions for which adoption of this SOP w ill result in a change in 
accounting principle should disclose the nature of the change, and should 
include any adjustments in income from continuing operations in the 
period in which the change is made. SOP 92-3 is especially relevant to 
credit unions involved in real estate lending in areas that have been partic­
ularly hard-hit by the recession.
SOP 92-3 contains no guidance on the accounting treatment of results of 
operations related to foreclosed assets and in-substance foreclosed assets,
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or on how the cost of the assets is affected, if at all, during the holding 
period. The AICPA expects to issue an exposure draft of an SOP, Accounting 
for Results o f Operations o f Foreclosed Assets Held for Sale, during the fourth 
quarter of 1992. The proposed SOP would require that after foreclosure, the 
net of revenues and expenses (recorded on the accrual basis) related to 
operating or holding the property be credited or charged to income as a 
gain or loss on holding the asset. Furthermore, the proposed SOP would 
require that depreciation expense be recognized on depreciable foreclosed 
assets held for sale that are being operated beginning one year after 
acquisition.
In-Substance Foreclosures. In June 1992, AcSEC issued Practice Bulletin 10, 
Amendment to Practice Bulletin 7, 'Criteria for Determining Whether Collateral 
for a Loan Has Been In-Substance Foreclosed'. The Bulletin deletes paragraph 12 
of Practice Bulletin 7 in order to eliminate unintended differences in the 
interpretation of the criteria set forth in Practice Bulletin 7 and those in the 
SEC's Financial Reporting Release No. 28, Accounting for Loan Losses by 
Registrants Engaged in Lending Activities, for determining when any in-sub­
stance foreclosure has occurred.
ADC Arrangements. An AcSEC task force is developing a proposed SOP 
that w ill address accounting for acquisition, development, and construction 
(ADC) arrangements, including how lenders should report proportionate 
shares of income or loss on ADC projects, whether depreciation should be 
considered in determining income or loss, reporting of interest receipts, and 
the treatment of unrealized depreciation of the property An exposure draft 
is expected to be issued in 1993.
* * * *
This Audit R isk A lert supersedes Credit Union Industry D evelop­
ments—1991.
* * * *
Auditors should also be aware of the economic, regulatory and profes­
sional developments that may affect the audits they perform, as described 
in Audit Risk Alert—1992, which was printed in the November 1992 issue of 
the CPA Letter.
Copies of AICPA publications may be obtained by calling the AICPA. 
Order Department at (800) 862-4272. Copies of FASB publications may be 
obtained directly from the FASB by calling the FASB Order Department at 
(203) 847-0700, ext. 10.
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